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SXJPEMOR COURT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

CIVIL DIVISION 



MIHRETU BULTI DASISA ) 

6217 12th St., N.W. ) 

Washington, D.C. 20011 ) 

I ■ ) 

r I Plaintiff, * ) 

v. ) 

! ) 

BRIGHT WOOD POSTAL STATION, ) 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
-_)■ 



Civil Actios No. 0007267-98 
Judge Shellie F. Bowers 



DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
UNIVERSITY (UDC), 

HOWARD UNIVERSITY, AND 

U.S. HOUSING AUTHORITY AT 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

I 

' Defendants. 



AFFIDAVIT OF PAULINE A. SAUNDERS 

i 
I 7 Darline A. Saunders, hereby depose and state the following under penalties of perjury: 

1 . - j I am tfe Supervisory Housing Program Specialist of the District, of Columbia 

Housing Authority's (DCHA) Section 8 Housing Program Division and have been ■ 

tMsca^9||^iince July 1997. '?' 



j& % i >fe a Supervisor in the Section 8 division at DCHA, I am required to 
d^^si^^ 8 ^certification and leasing, process, including 

the *'poj^i^^|^^-&a^Supervisor I work with the U.S. Department of Housin; 



Urban Deyel^menf ? s ("HUD") regulations governing the Section 8 tenant based assi 
program on a regular basis. As a result, I arfl familiar with HUD's Portability, regulaij 
allow persons who receive tenant-based Section 8 assistance to lease ail apartment unit 



<&?>&■ 



employed in 



supervise, 



enforcement of 



g and 



assistance 



£ns 



which 
outside of . 



Case 1:05-cv-01398-CKK Document?" Filed 09/28/2005 Page 10 



m 



of 14 



\-r : 'J 



Sacramento's Section 8 program. 

8. Moreover, Mr. Dasisa's Family Portability information should have bee|a 
forwarded directly from the Sacramento Housing Authority to DCHA's Section 8 
complete portability file should have contained a copy of Plaintiffs Section 8 
current HUE^ Form 50058 "Family Report", HUD Form 52665 "Family Portability 
sheet and plaintiffs income verification to even be considered by DCHA. This info; 
required by DCHA to verify and authenticate an applicant's status in the jurisdiction 



office. A 



certificate, a 



Information" 



rm; 



hs 



from. 



9. ; HUD Form 50058 is a "Family Report" where an applicant's family background 



: calculation are 



sheet. 



by the 



current 



information, household size, citizenship, income source(s) and pro rated rent 
provided. This Family Report is to be annexed to a "Family Portability Information' 
(See an exanjiple of a "Family Report" annexed as Exhibit "D"). 

1 0. I HUD Form 52665 is a "Family Portability Information" sheet preparec 
initiating H/L and is used to verify, to the receiving HA, whether the applicant is a < 
program participant and/or income eligible for the Section 8 certificate that was issued. (See an 
example of 4 "Family Portability Information" sheet annexed as Exhibit "E"). 

11. : Additionally, related verification information is required, consisting of a copy of 
the applicant's birth certificate, social security card and proof of income. 

1 2. ! DCHA required the Family Report, Family Portability Information ; 
related verification information from the Sacramento Housing Authority to verify Mr. 
program participation in its Section 8 tenant based assistance program to even 
Mr. Dasisa had benefits that were "portable" to the District of Columbia. 

13. [ The Sacramento Housing Authority never forwarded any of the above referenced 

I 
I 

. -3- 



sheet 



consider 



tation is 
is porting 



and the 
Dasisa's 
whether 
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the initial Housing Authority (HA) jurisdiction. 



3. 



familiar with 



Mlhretu 

ityhad 
District of 



In my capacity as the Supervisory Housing Program Specialist, I am 
the facts surrounding DCHA's denial of Section 8 housing program participation to 
Bulti Dasisa, Mr. Dasisa's Section 8 certificate issued by the Sacramento Housing Authority 
expired. Thus, it was determined that he had no benefits that were "portable" to the Di 
Columbia. (See the Section 8 certificate annexed as Exhibit "B"). 

4. I was present when Mr. Dasisa came to DCHA's Section 8 Division 

to Maria Allen (who was employed with DCHA as a Housing Program Assistant resp^nsibl 
^Portability"), with an expired certificate issued by the Sacramento Housing Authority. 
Ms. Allen consulted directly with me when Mr. Dasisa asked that DCHA honor his 



and 



Section 



certificate frpm Sacramento. 

5 . ! Upon my review of Mr. Dasisa's Section 8 certificate, I saw that it was 
November 2J0 ft 1997 and was originally scheduled to expire on January 20, 1998. 
Dasisa had Received two-30 day extensions to February 20, 1998 and March 20, 1998 
'final" extension to April 5, 1998. (See the Section 8 certificate annexed hereto as Exhibit "B"). 
Thus, the Section 8 Certificate Plaintiff presented to DCHA on June 23, 1998 had expired two 



and a half ttionths prior. 



6. 



Since Mr. Dasisa's Section 8 certificate had expired both Ms. Allen 
explained t<i him, at DCHA's offices, that DCHA could not honor his expired Section 
certificate ffom Sacramento and provide him with Section 8 benefits in the District oj 7 

Mr. Dasisa was uncooperative, thus, after some debate, I directed Ms 
call the Sadramento Housing Authority to ascertain whether Mr. Dasisa was a current 
in its Section 8 program. As a result, we learned that Mr. Dasisa had been terminated 



7. 



presented 
e for 

In fact, 
8 



issued on 
However, .Mr. 
and a 



audi 



8 

Columbia. 
Allen to 
participant 
from 
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documents to DCHA's offices, which we found to be unusual because this is ordinarily 
when a PHA is aware that one of its Section 8 participants intends to move to another 



done 



the 



jurisdiction. 

14 Thus, based on Mr. Dasisa* s expired Section 8 certificate, DCHA's Section 8 
Housing Program Division had no choice but to deny Mr. Dasisa Seetion 8 benefits in 
District of Cc lumbia. The denial of benefits was not racially motivated but based on t^e HUD 
regulations governing "portability" which we have no authority or discretion to waive 

15. J Further, DCHA had no discretion to issue Mr. Dasisa one of its own 

Certificates because he would have been required to make an application with DCHA 

benefits and then be placed on the waiting list, of over 10,000 people, before being 

i 
Section 8 Certificate. 



Section 



for 



issued a 



£Br4 



Executed thisoB^day of December, 1998, Washington, D.C. 




&^> 



tz^/ 



Jarline A. Saunders 
District of Columbia Housing Authority 
1 133 N. Capital Street, Suite 
Washington, D.C: 20002 
(202) 535-1433 



Subscribed ahd sworn to this day of December, 1998 




My comm ission expires 




Notary Public 



""*5*p Z^OO- 



-H- 



8 
such 



f . 
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2. 
3. 
4. 



fe<r) 



DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA HOUSING AUTHORITY 

1133 NORTH CAPITAL STREET NE '. 

WASHINGTON D.C. 20002- 7599 

SEPTEMBER 23, 1998 
5; BBOUGHT SECTION 8, U.S. HOUSING ASSISTANCE FROM SACRAMENTO AND GAVE 
6, IT TO ^DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA HOUSING AUTHORITY. 

7, ON 06/23/98 MS. MARIA ALLEN SECTION 8, PROGRAM CO-ORDINAJCER RECEIVED 
S.ALIi DOCUMENTS I BROUGHT FROM SACRAMENTO. 

9, RE-CERTIFICATION IN D.C. METRO REQUESTED VIA CERTIFIED M^IL ON JUNE 
10,24, 19s|-8- 

see exhib . no.' 

12. BESIDES ILL I GAL PROVOCKATIVE ACTS I WROTE AN URGENT ACT: 
13. ON JUiIy 16,1998 TO DIRECTOR OF HOUSING AUTHORITY ASKING 



11, please 



14, FOR I 
15. TO ME 
16,1 GO, 

17.plese 



HAS DENIED U.S. HOUSING AUTHRITY. CERTIFICATE LAWPULY GIVEN 



FROM MASSACHSETTUS WAY UP TO, D.C. METRO TO ■ USE IT 
OR MOVED TO. 

S£e the attached exhibit, no 

18. BOTH SECTION 8 CO-ORDINATER AND HER SUPERVISER PROVOCKfiD ME IN THE 
OFFICE AS IF THEY WILL GIVE ME THE CERTIFICATE RFC 



19. THEIR 



ION NOTICE 

ASSISTANCE 



IN ALL STATES 



QUESTED BUT 



20. AT THE END SENTC ME OUT OF THE OFFICE FLATELY. DENING LQW ABIDED 

21. U.S. HOUSING ASSISTANCE, I GOT AS POOR FAMILY HOLDER. 
22.1 TOOK ALL LEGAL STEPS. I BEGGED IN PERSON BUT RATHER LAUGHED AT ME, 

23. ON JUNE 30, 1998 APPEALLED TO U.S. DEPARTEMENT OF HOUSING AND DEVELOP^ 

24. KENT MAIN OFFICE, BUT ADVICED DISTRICT MUST DO THAT I WAS TOLD, 

25. I GAVE THE- SAME MESSAGE AND THE COPY OF MY APPLICATION TO DC HOUSING 

26. BUT DENIED WITH NO REASON THAN TELEPHONE ORDER FOR HATE I RECEIVED, 



:SIAL OF ACCESS 

THE HOUSING . 



27. IN WHICH ALL FOUGHT ME IN THE SAME ATTACKING METHOD DE 

28. DUE TO PERSONNAL HATE THAN THE POLICY THAT ADMINISTER 
29 / AUTHORITY. REPLACED THEIR OWN DENIAL POLICY FOR POOR ATTACKING 

POWER THEY USED ON ME WITH OUT DOING HNY WRONG THAN ASKING MY OWN 



— {— 



.6 ^ . 
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4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. - 

10. 

J. JL # 

12. 

13. 

14., 

15. 

16, 

17, 

18. 

19. 

20. 
21. 
22. 
23. 
24. 
25. 
26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 



I HAVE ALL SUP PORTIVE. FACTS IK HAND BESIDES THEY DENY 
CREATING LAY MAN REASONS THAT IS AN ACCEPTABLE FOR IT 
TWOJ GOVERNM ENT OFFICES POLICY . IN WHICH I WAS TOLD NO 
MY PERSONNAL FILE FROM STATE TO STATE THAN HOUSING At 



THEY MIGHT GIVE OTHER REASONBS BUT I'M CORRECT APPLICANT ON THE 
RIGHT I'M ATTACKED AND DENIED ACCESS WITH NO REASON THAN PERSONNAL 
INTEREST THAT IS OUT OF THE POLICY THAT HOUSING AUTHORITY ADVISED 
MEI WHEN ASKED WHERE I MADE A MISTAKE. 

please, see the two copies attached, exh, no..... 



ME 

IS. THEIR ,.. 
T TO CARY \ 
THORITIS. 



THE^E IS NOTHING I CAN SAY ABOUT THE DENIAL OF MY OWN HOUSING ASSIS^ 

TANflE THAN HOUSING SEGREGATION IN THIS FEILD ALSO, THAT CAME TO 

COMMON VICTEMIZtNG FOR ME, FOR I'M POOR AND NEED U.S. GOVERNMENT 

HEL^ FOR EVERY THING FOR MY LIFE EXISTANCE IN U,S. FOR I'M ON TEMP__ 

ORE^Y DISABILITY STATUS AND NEEDS HELP FROM ANY U.S. CITIZEN, 

I A",SO ASK U.S. DISTRICT COURT GIVE THE RIGHT I 'M STREEPTED . JUST 

BECOUSE SOME PERSON HATE ME IN PERSON. 

THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND A PROCEED OF THIS CASE FOR CORRECTIVE 



ACTION. 



SINCEARLY „ 
MIHRETU BULTI D. 














